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Abstract: Based on the analysis of 13 well-known available bandwidth systems and the experience in designing,
building, and deploying the BNeck system, the fundamental problems with available bandwidth measurement
systems are analyzed comprehensively.
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A7 T 1, TCP S — A BB H ARl 75 A B 8 100 208 5 0, K R B8 st R ) 2
BE S W 2% T B S o SR % A B ) B N D0 T A R R 4 UL, TP A 9 T ) 4 B AN
B E ES 2 A T0HL, BET ARAS U AT A 8, 02 M 449278 R (1SP) 8 QoS IR S8 1% i bk .y BE AT,
DR () 19 5% 17 10 X0 ) 2 6 RS2 05w 5 5 1) R 0 2L 8 0 A5 A0 7 2 o P s /D I 4 B 0 (B 435w ] o
YN BL T B Tr] 25 A 190 % 15 5 LA A4 et 0001 40 90 o AR50, 2 S0 A P PR 0 0 R A2 D0, A 95 2 Pl e
A R E) AT P A T8 AR Ak, IR 0 B I i AR s A S R A i S

FERL 2510 10 4F L Oy 7 PR L G R R w) Y 5, AR A NI T RS IR R T 2 AR AR A
DR SR RGO BT TR SE8 s VRO SO SR M98 AR SRR A Bl T 190 206 J52 5 B 1 R Jee AR i )
7 9 112, 3K 4 B B SR R AT AR A S I TR B B SR 26 AT — A BRSSP B e (1 e R
B — D RGAPLIRM) Z 32 AN O M 8 ) 75 BT W70 AR A A A () A ) A 3 3
B 1 28 2783 FH L L R R AS S A

At E 3Ed it FFRMHE BNeck REMZL ST T 13 ANH UL 5501 A% S5 R 4K
P SCBL, FR) B AN TR A T 5 KD B A 10 A o AL PAY 0 5 0 10 S 0 ) 2% b LR 1 e k) 57 i 7RSI 6 1 2% I,
B0 2% A I 32 5 T J 17 KRB 110 552 56, 208 171 6 T8 0 W M S 6 50l 1) Al A &5 7 T Y 0 R R AR
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ST S A 2RI O A R A S S AR S R R IS AT B UK R AR G0 Dl 8 g A RO K i AR 8 P 2R ORI IR
EATH AR S B AMEBE AT B 3% T R M TE I R 2« AR A A S8 AN B 5 3 S5 AN [ S BERT X P SR P i R e rp 3t
[F)A7AE R REAS T A AR I AR B L X% 0 AR 8 4% L FOS d JE— D P18 P R AR 48 7P 20 A AE R LA i) AL

1 AJRTEREESE
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RS S I AT Ay O I AR AN R TT S T A A U X 8% 1 A 1 ity 1 i T S Ap, S B B P R
ZIN R4 BRI P A B R
Ap(tt+7)= -:Tin,l{Ai(t'HT)} (6)

P 2% A% o RSB B AR R — 4%, BLIEA B I 2 B A I 4% G I S TR1 I R AR AR Ak

LE S B B el R v I () 2 A [ AL B AR, B S TR R R A N E R A (RIEAT — KRG L
JE 5 Ap BT T IS TRD) Y BT Lok TS [ £ 3 B R 8T 55, I 1) 30 5 AN [ A A2 [ — S R 48, 7 2 i i 8
AR5 DU B8 A2 (1 Je8 1 R AR AR AN o 23 B 2 AR AL

1 2 R IR K SR B, 3L Ry R R, A SR VR et FEHURT B AR 20t N AL T BRI BT . R,
BERg L T RIS 58 A 55T B AR i C ok 25 8 S B A PR A B 258 A 0T A e [ RO T S e A
H % >k U (source) Al 2= Ak (sink).

Cross-Traffic sink Cross-Traffic sink Cross-Traffic sink
- 4 »Aa »Aa

> R; » Rivg |  wreveseens > R, ‘4> R,
‘\J A=C—A; \71 \71/ Ap-1=Cr=Apa ‘\71‘
‘Ab ‘Ab ‘Ab Destination

end-host

Cross-Traffic source Cross-Traffic source Cross-Traffic source Cross-Traffic source

Fig.1 A simplified model of end-to-end network path
P2 ity 1)ty 9 285 i 44 1) T A A 28
12 E2R%

e A 10 AL N T BRI oA b RE B AT AN 98 IE AT AN T R BRI R T O R R AL
Hrh H e B 4 Abget” BFind!® BNeck!™,CProbe!® Del phi™®,1GI® Netest!™ Pathchirp™?, Pathl oad'™,
Pipechar!™!,SProbe!™, Spruce!™ il TOPPIlix 134~ 2 45 (L3 1). 4 W12 AT 2K 1 AR [ 3 4 3R 45 ) LA 43 2 o4 443
F G5 R i 22 5 W 2 L 2 B O 80y RN T AE Ro 122 B 3 A: 1T W 28 ity R 8 ZESRAE Ro M R, L34
e A2 R U Sy R G0 1 FE 45 L T MR, I R S e R Ro A R, MO BB TR Ak B 1 i R, T AR B 2 iy
RGHCKE DTN K 17 542 (R, B Ro) TPt B A 28 3ty 28 45 1) )3 R S LI A B, D DR D P 44 X Re e
Ro(— Mt LA 8 IR BLES) B2 3880k A R B2 K R, b2 e AR 5 A J, 5 % om R g A R B
A Ry I3 A PSR JSE o LA Ro A 105 28 ity = WL IR 46 K 22 S50 48 6 42 1) ] PRI AT 5

AN B2 ZR 48 CProbe! ™ e [ it A B 5 T T % B 2 45.CProbe 78 40 AL T ICMP B Ui
SR~ 2 LI L i, CProbe A Rg 7] R, %1% 2 4T T B0 1P AL(1P 44 P ) time-to-live SRk B & 4 1n 2
&) (¥ {f, H. destination port 1 1% & pl— AN JE IS Wr i 11);3X 28 1P A filok T 75 £1010 ICMP 8515 4b B R, T LA,
Ry,...,R, 211 Ry /3% |CMP time-exceeded (TE) 1 destination-unreachable (DU)f; CProbe £ ] ICMP TE Al DU
A5 W AR FZ BT AL SR 1P AL TE R BBk K b A% i 2 14 A8 4 155 0 338 1T ik 5 ] T 4 %8 .7 CProbe 2 Ji5,
Pipecharl™ 5 5% 11 T 4L T ICMP #3772, 17 SProbet ™ il /2 1 T~ TCP Ml HTTP HMUIT & (1, & 411845 H (1 3
FF T B LI R P DA SR BRI 2 0 et 10 S U8, 422 i 25 50406 /6 T4 110 5% 73 e 00 A 3 T A7 B0 W FH s 58 AH SCIR[17)
T LAEUER T CProbe Fil Pipechar fIT [ et 11 HL 55 AN & w] FH Ay 58, 100 & &b T ) FH A 98 A FIAT 55 25 B Cp 2 1]
{1l Bk 43 s % (asymptotic dispersion rate). it LA, 7t: CProbe I Pipechar 2 JiF [ 5 £ Jiit 22 45, #0506 Z0E W & 411
JOFE R PRI S22 T T Y 9 A K 2 SR BRI R G P W T 18 19 Abget!” BFind® T BNeck®.

I TR () X & 3 R 452 Pathload!.Pathload (#1755 %>l pathload_snd 1 pathload_rev W5 # 4y, Hor,
pathload_snd %35 4E Ry 1,1 pathload_rev ‘% 354E R, b AR, Pathload WA v 417 96 & T X [AI[0,Col AR ),
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pathload_snd VL3EZE x=Co/2 Ji% y AIMEHE NI T y=6).R, LW pathload rev 168 B — 4 HHE
A5 v SR AT AR WO S 17 ) R 2 7 2 32 S A 0 SR 2 21 Hc A A 110 () e AT 5 s 1Y i #A T8 4 Pathload A4
x>Ap H Ape [0x]; 75 M x<4p H Ape [x,Col MR AE— KT 58 Y25 Ape [a,b],FBA pathload_snd 53 LA x=(a+b)/2 1]
TR R I% y 2 BN LT — URERIN P9 2% 16 A28 4/ ] FH A B 1) BT J8 IX )2 (b—a) < o(BR L T 3541 I Pathload 4
A5 LRI I i Hh [, 0], 3% B, o 3 5 5 119 (L. 75 00 R ) A Pathl oad 55 244 HH PR — AN 3% i IXC ) T AN 2 5
—¥{H K% T Pathload BAAR,# WL IR 3k R 404 Del phil*®,1GI'® Netest™ Pathchirp*?, Sprucel™#i1 TOPPI™.

Tablel Measurement systems

x1 EEARY

Type System Developer & affiliation | Used protocol Technical feature Year
Antoniades, et al., Generates fake ACK packets to hack TCP
Abget ICS, Greece TCRHTTP connection 2005
Akella, et al., 5 !
BFind | CarnegieMellon Univ. | UDP, ICMP %ﬁlgﬁd’gtﬁ ;‘;;r'}onl'r:g; e q“fgses:;fe"f 2002
and IBM Research ' Y easesp
Single Zhou, et al., Gets the location, available-bw and capacity
end-host BNeck Institute of Software LRE of bottleneck in one measurement cycle 2003
system Carter and Crovella, Combines Bprobe”, direct available-bw
Cprobe Boston Univ. IR computation 1996
) Jin, et al., Packet pair technique, used in NCS™
Pipechar UC Berkeley ICMP infrastructure 2001
Saroiu, et al., Uses TCP protocol features to get designed
Strgoe Univ. of Washington TCRHTTP TCP data 2002
h Ribeiro, et al., Multifractal cross-traffic, link utilization
Delphi Rice Univ. ubP estimation 2000
Hu and Peter, Exploits the relation between initial gap and
Gl Carnegie-Mellon Univ. ubP bottleneck gap 2003
Netest Jin and Tierney, UDP Monitors maximum burst size 2002
Double L_IC Berkeley - -
end-host | Pathchirp Rlb_e|ro, et al., UDP Uses self-induced congestion to locate the 2002
system Rice Univ. range of 4p
Pathload Jain and_Dovrolls, UDP _Self—Loadlng periodic streams, heuristic 2001
Georgia Tech. inference
3 Probe gap model, single bottleneck, and
Spruce Strauss, et al., MIT UDP pre-known C, 2004
Melander, et al., . . :
TOPP Uppsala Univ., Sweden UDP Trains of packet pairs, segmented regression | 2005

* All systems implicitly use P and lower layer protocols.

13 TEREEBEEBL
MR R, FIA 13 AR GUARR T 80 -4 55, T PR - P A 5 —— b AN DT SRORS (%) 36 3 B2 8 7 v, 9 HLARJE

T A JTURH [ 14 A Ji B B U B Ro DA%

e

il

A x i) R, AL IR AR AL, MR x> p, 82 16 5E A A7 A

— AR DU T o A9 A AR R 2 St AR S, IR x<dp I A X A B B BIE R, I A A% s 5 47 9%
F o A A6 AN [ AR P R A4, O S0 K A o R P AR A, B R AR 0 R HE T Ik R T e
B K95 2R 28 100 A4 S5 L T A 9 (e P e Y ). TR T R E A AR J B,

WA m A KA s BIERDEE A 4 Ro LA 28 x KA R, AH B PIANEHE G R, AR Ly 1)1 359 I 1) 1) s (412
RIVAR SR e dhs A L, b AR R P-4 I R KE) A py, O<isn—1. T 23X 4L QO AE % L, b AR mis 4, h

S
Hi=—
bi

G50 x= o A X AR B WL R WHER L, M1 3 Ly I R 181l P A A7 2
81 P DA< 1 (1<i<n=1). N0 Ai<pl 1 B CmAispia, T2 Ci<pty o+ 4383 RSN Ly 10 A1 2500 4 )3

RZMEBEE T L1

P =]

T A B

)

Ci,JITLALR; ToiZoHs BITAT 1E R (10 K0 4 (79 S o n 2800 Kodis 40) # LU e AT

BEN R WAL R Ly AEZKFPE DN R, K A7 18 3 B A A5 A5 R J 5 5008 X R AE pig ITRILR;
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FEARRE R IE 1/ DL b BRI B0 0., T A2 R 0 7 400 5 0 6 R TR R B R(BR L) R K T,/ pip g AR A X (7), A
ﬂviﬂ&@kd\ s AN TR <ty
15— LS IR I 2 AR R ), T p g DG RGBT LAEE— 25 B fh Hy
» :—ﬂi_lcj b ®
{HLRE LE SBR[ 90 4 BR855 v, 24 7R (8) S B AL (17 T ¥ MK Al ) b 3 3k 4 00 5030 2 i) G £ 22 Ak 280 oy - A S 2
KVEEE RS IEA ) 8,25 8 125 1B 13 AN RGEARIE FH 1020 M7, B BLZE R TR 3, A0 ™Y A< g I,
A pPpia-
5 2P DAz 1 (1<i<n—1). B A2 g W) C= A2, T C2pt g+ A X UL L A7 B8 ) AEAN RO 1 30
FEH T B AL, T AR AR AN BRI 60 19 8] B DR FF AN AR (0= a), HLAR I S0 40 6 1) A S 26 B AN AR (=)
DL CAPE] 2 S {5 6 W3 o A7 0 P o BT A T SR R K 1 R JT LI Ra5 EHL Ro LA uo=3Mbps 133 5
6] H bR EML Ry 3% — 20 R /INAH IR IR PR B8 A0 R A A <pao JiB T B3l 3 A 140 55 1 Rl oo, BT 25 0.7 Lo B
AL 2 T Lo (R m] B 9, 7 DA B0 A0 T BR B Ry 7 K T (pa>po) % FORIK Aoz JE T35 2 Rt 0, T LALR,
A5 AN 2 b A i T A S0 R PR R0 0 6, 5 SR pomp. S 2 2 T NS2UEN i [ /s S50, B ol o B2 ) — R
B A I 2o T BE 5 BT A B T A I P

‘\Rc/ DUDDUA comes from router Rc o o
&= ) [IEEN N (3 UUUUUUU“

|
= ____J L,,C,=10Mbps, 4,=5Mb s
Lo,Co=10Mbps D DUDDDDDD ‘Ll C1=5Mbps, 4,= 1Mbps »m PS, 42= P

— D Queue D Cross-Traffic packet D Probe packet
‘ Ro ‘ D -« po >

Fig.2 A typical probing process
K2 — ey i el i
FEBE T 3l AR Je BRI [N, 13 A 5 B AR e 3 (0 U sl B = ) (B N T 4 AU
(1) JIrA v 1) 4 R FH 2 1t 2 1 (first-in-first-out, TR #R FIFO) 1145 vt B\ 21 45 B4R 35
(2) 5 5B 5 2 I P (P ui o) B2, ) 550440, 08 A 3 TN T BRI £ T B e 124,
(3) 79 S B it 1 % i A< FE AR AN (AL 228, LA 22 T4 — R o 3 A T AR A O e 1 E 1Y),
(4) V5 THL(Ro)REME LA sy T~ 1] FH AT 08 1R 4 A a6 % I 5 4 0.
14 HHXTAE

Strauss 5 A [PITFFUF I, B2 et 5 S it 1) 45 SR S A7 T8 HE DUV BR AN 0 2k X OE 2 S B R R A L IEYE
U RS A s A gin A N E GIE B T S ML AL B RE g R 5 4 SRR I — A T
Z 20 Bt 5 Jain A5 A HE— b a4k TR R T AR S 10 5 ORI B R R R L0 10 M AR X 1L
Lakshminarayanan %5 A LLSZ 3508 6 W1, B0AT (10 5 R 48K 22 JLE T TR 48 M 31 55022 214 R 454 1 T 802.11
TG 2 W 2% A5 (AT 22 5 To 2 JFAF IR 0 23 PR I, B2 J 25 R Z2 AR DK HL G W e A Ok 86 T AR O e vk FH T
RUER = B B R R G B TR IR N AN AR R A AT TR R DA T R e e R ) T D B AR A — e HL Ak
1) I8 FH 3 3¢, T A 8 4 1T b 2% RE J3E i 28 40 HP 7 3 A7 7 11 BE A [ AR S SR [ 23] 1) LA, NS i R4 10 AR
JRER . BRI AR IE R B AR LR R R . B S B N S A B o BRI R R . BRI S
) R RIS S 56 T AR DB A AT S 2 AN 7 T e T 9 85, BB VR N BB TIF 50 T B o 28 496 P R AR ]
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2 B, WAmZRFLEERIEREH

T B AT PR AR G AR AE B A B0 T B 2R XA i AR G AT A ) AL, B i AR S AT R ) A L
LU ES iy A8 GBI () LA I8 B N i RET R AR AE AL S ANIEA LTI R 2  IRIRAAE TS 2
S B HEAR IR B SR KIE.
21 itRiRZE
JEE R 5 R HER PEAE AR OR R P B R T AR GE v I RORS A P2 L A B 8 2R 0 I SJORS i b 42 o K ol
A, FR) 25 326 I ), R i ¢ 260 S0 o P 3 WA IR ) B AR B L L2828 06 1) U I e R A7 X ) AL S A7 7 T I 5 22 11
i) 7L A PP 2 s 28 29 P 3000 R K I TR AN AT I ] F) e % S5 44 A it Ro 150, F HL Ro P i) Bl e AN 2
RO 0, 10 A I B A5 1 PP IR) S 0 Ry, Ry B H AR EHL R, JIR 45 Ro 1Y) 1V 25 %4l 42 (reply: packet). X0 44 by
Gih Ro 2 B PRI IR A AL AT I A3 th R, A0 SR Kl (] I 422 50 JSE B AR A 10 S v A (4
AT 8 VR AR, A T AR GEAE AR UCRE R R YR (R AA - [ R S T AT T
Ts={s1,82,..,8,}, 8 7~ o 0 72 B AR A% (1 I [R).
Te={rvra,. v}, re RN i AR RE B BB UK I 1]
Hor,p 5 g 73 50 D — AR o 7 A S5 Tl 6 e 6 A 38 A A0 Bl A e e A A it ok i R B 3 e,
FER AN R A To Ml T #8Hh Ro AEY AEXN A S REE D AR T 1 T 5090 1 Ro 55 R, Y.

D Probe packet H Reply packet

— i o— B~ —
R R ] EX[R) (R R MR R R R

i ol el el Sl T
(a) Single end-host system (b) Double end-host system
(a) P2 RS (b) A& R G¢

Fig.3 The send-receive timing processes of a measurement system
3 RGN RIR- AT Nk R

h T UL TE I R 22 ¢ 2 2 s ALK B A b PR I A T e T R N A R AL S A R T 2 (B R
WK B B b 10 A7 7 ad o - AN B RS b e R Ot R R 1), 0T R 1, R RGEITIE SR I € S8 X — #
A B Z1, 1B 5 2 en BLER IR

&=t ©)

VIS A58 22 AP A KA 28 6 T i i 1 B30HR 6, % 326 (B2 W) T 220 G 58 AN R 2 09 0 32 o g R 326 (Bl 4R
YIS 220 IR 1 72 K, o e 5 AL B AN T

VI R ZE AN A A AN 2 B R G0 vh #8710 EL AR A DA TG B0 L A a8 AN BN R 3 B v I 43R 22 Y — K
PR DA 1k Ro A A48 5 I 20 SR 30% H Aahs 0, 0 07 T 7 v A o P e R T IR R I e B 81 TR A I 2
Al ) SR H R R R R 45T Windows FT Linux)#B FBE SR (=2 0 4 1 T I 2% (timer) 124 X T 7 SRS I O
P11 5 8 R 20 17 5 2 AN 1R 490 1,0k T 3R 75 20Mbps (1300 38 2 ARG A 30(7), )% 1 R G0 AE R 200us Kk —
A 500 451 1P A, A b, B A0 A 408 S 4 A 22 I 18 P IR R 5 sleep H4 R I% 2B FE AR AR 200us. A a7 16 43 A7 1R
IR IRAR AT (I ) o] A ZWE AN T, HAZ 8 R GEAE AR ORI h SUR I% — I PIAS 1P A R GEAE R Hh 1)
TR AL RWE 4 Fros BT 2 e IR Ims (RS 570 SR IR SE IR b B RS0 LE R I 2R PR 5 B AR T
700us,3X 3 L e=500us I HELIE M HR N F AT 5.7Mbps,iX 5 122 1) 20Mbps #HZE4H 24 K.

B 7 T B I B8 250 DA A, AE FiR S I 20 HE N Ok 326 B0 £ B 53— b O 3% 2 A8 T AN T 18T 47 #£ (non-blocking
loop) M, HLAA ML & ik 2 0 42 R T G030 S0 A S I M, U224 B 1, AT — 25 TE 3 U 546 42), B 3
RIEHE QAR CPU(WIE 5(b) T 7 1 7 1 AR ). 15 REE IR £ i 19 7 ¥ AH L, A [R] BT 2% 5 e % T8 I ) b
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P36 B (R E AT AN AL R IR e R s AT i Y T K8 23 CPU IR [], DT 1T 2 5% i 2 48+ LAt By BE )
PAT X A 2 S AR G U Sk, DAL A Bt B (0 A IR AR - Ro K 58 RS, BT AL SR AN 1] W 08 B4 1) 24
AR IE Ty A SR H 5 M R KV IR 2 1k 10 P 3 T )™ TR B0 R AN R BT 20 JF AN GE 100963 4% I
R, E T RE S A DL (¥ R G A (B e R ) 45 ) 41 .

Packets expected to be sent: H H Ti 500Bytes
s s s s ime_ . D0OBYIES
S e i > Expected probe rate: 20005 =20Mbps
200us
Packets actually sent:
; ; : H Time Actual probe rate —oY g 70y
s . Z00s — » ctual probe rate: 0 ps

Fig.4 Timing error leads to unexpected probe rate
Bl 4 i 2= S B0 AP (e 2R 22

#1  gettimestamp(ts); //get current time

#1  gettimestamp(rs); /lget current time #2  while (1s<expectedtime)
#2 if (ts<expectedtime) #3 {
#3 { #4 /Inow it’s early, just do something here
#4  //sleep awhile until the expected time #5  x=random(); ,
#5 sleep (expectedtime—ts); #6 x=(x+1) (x=1)/x7;
# ) #7 gettimestamp(ts);
#7 sendto (R, packer); //send out the packet #3 }
#9 sendto (R,,packet); I/send out the packet
(a) Use sleep function to send a packet at specific time (b) Use non-blocking loop to send a packet at specific time
(a) 14111 Sleep Jy¥EAE 3R A I 1 R 16 A4 A () A5 P Al o T A7 B 7 i o e 200 36 A

Fig.5 The example code of two packet-sending methods
KI5 Pl Eod 4 Ak 7 Uy s A

LRVt T v I 2 K R TR AR AR R Ui 2 R B R SCRE I AAT 55 BHRAT & AN I D) 45t
2R, I T Aff R AN L RE AR BEIRAT — 2 HOPAAT I [ S5 0 2R e ) e REAE I AT I vt A ) 3 e b < 2 U1 ik
T, 2 E T WTIN BZ0 GRS (I CPU)FS AL b 2 A ot FH L 2 R D0 0 SR 1) R B T SR 12 5 16 B 0 1) I A
il R 3% B AR ORI 0 1 I AN B ALK B0 R I TV A A T T i 2 W4 0 BN & T AR
LN RE VI TT AV AT DAAE B B 45 R e R 5 A ZR R IR i 4 B T SIS DU AT 4T 44 TR 2 75 475 57 1] I,
TS 15 5 2 T S R 8 AR B G e, 3386 43 T AT R0 J0 TR i I e 52 LR W1 T 0 T2,

9 SR 01 R T A — S 5 s (0 I ZE R i, AN A R I R (L 4 SysKonnect: 9843)#8k
FAT i & 3 H R (interrupt. coalescence)' A% 45 [ - 4 B — AN B AL &7 A — AT IBTE B R
CAFH I R T R I BORE, 24 BR8] — AN B B, B AR A P S S B A SRR % 1%
{55 A B E AR P 2 A SR XA 5 X RN H 52 S0 B AR R 2 R RE A SR 1) B £, g
TSRS K A g AN 2o A v 0BT DR A A B PR I ) A, 2 A Bl L mT USSR — A P A S, AN 48 T
WA IR (K B8 T 419 SCRR[20,25] H (1 SE 36 W) T m W7 6 I 45 Ay S5 BE 5 3 A4 e 0 -5 10 e AN, th T TR
ITBOA B A7 AE A3 B AT AR G804 DRAIE & REFR 0 BT A 230 0 A WA 10 B0 S ek B, 3 A el (S T [ —
AR S 84 B A AR ST RE G RSN ) SR T B R I R CE R T R A ), e R A A S
AN B B 2 A I R B W AR XA T ST DT 3o A 5 1 K Bl R AN T R B A7 A (NIC - register) R i vk
(ELE, W R IR B B A7) R B e SRR B P R AN T AT AR K Z2 000, DR 0k AE - 65 WL BB S5O AT 2
P SCAd T L 55 A0 18 5O Bl R e o A0 i F) 2R A B A AEAR KR 22 4 AU BT LI AN T S I F AN T AT

FGUH I AE IR T I 5 22 1) T ORI AR S P S A8 48 A P 45 A 2R 400 o B 21 31459 1% o B0 [R1M{E (B
5 null) (03X B 18] 5 B AR GUAEAE 20 1 AT 28 98 U8 9 22 160 I ), B ot s 2R 1 38 0 O, 11T o 4
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Ak R FEL P B 2201 3 12 R AT 56 B T I 220 AR S, 2R e VA P Y R R Bl I D AN T £ R e 1 DA A ) —
REWAEAFR ., WP & E@ERF AEE TR Ta RS AR 250 TERERST TN 34
G RIR G i [7) (get timestamp) . 15219 45 258 - (read socket) Fll 5 W 4% 2542 7 (write socket). 5 /54>
FGE U 2 ORI R 6 A L R R 4R A R 2 4t T R G B (min) T2 (ave) F 5 K (max) 4838 . £z /)y
Fl s K AEIB 53 5] S 48 L 50 N F G 1 FH 11 4 35 o 19 dp /I A e R A3 B o o 241 18 S 3 (1 00 g v AL 3
S HI 3L 51 7k gettimestamp B8 45 (57 5 5 DL (] 580 R A SR D1 ) BCBE B 0 R FH 2% iR 05 3R 45 10 6] T b 2
M t, 84 gettimestamp (1) IEIR dr

dr=(ts1—1)/50 (10)

Table2 Thedelay of system call
T2 ARGHHER

Operating system’ CcPU Qet timestamp (us) Read socket (us) Write socket (us)
min.  ave. max. | min. ave. max. | min. ave. max.
Linux 2.4.1 Intel Xeon 2.4 GHz 0.8 0.9 10 | 287 314 333 | 276 307 322
Linux 2.4.1 Intel P4 2.0 GHz 0.8 1.0 12 | 295 329 346 | 289 326 348
Linux 2.4.1 AMD AthlonXP 2500+ | 0.7 0.8 09 | 289 311 334|292 316 335
FreeBSD 4.8 Intel P3 700 MHz 4.3 4.6 5.0 452 489 505 | 451 470 495
Solaris 2.8 Sparc 400 MHz 0.5 0.5 05 | 336 368 379 | 323 352 381
Mac OS X 10.2 Power G4 1.0 GHz 18 1.9 2.0 432 458 489 | 402 435 453
Windows XP SP2 Intel P4 2.8 GHz 0.9 1.0 11 | 388 401 424 | 354 386 40.7

* For the first six OSs, we invoke gettimeofday() to get timestamp; for Windows, we invoke QueryPerformanceCounter().
We invoke socket functions recv() and send() for read and write socket system calls, respectively.

SR Al 2R 5 U0 I 2B 3R (¥ 77 VL 53R d RS AT AN IR) AR FE i write socket (19 T35 ZEIR )y I8 FRATT 2 S AN 1) I
AT 50 K write socket #4E, A Uk #EE 10 socket 15 N 500 75 K Y 2% A AL 5 1 R BERAE T LL S 50
DA G AT T gettimestamp #5815 218 IS RIFR 25 3 000 04 B 1. 5247

dy=(ty~t,—-d7)I50 (11)

147 read socket P34 4E IR [ 7 VE S VS dyy WO VE AT ) 75 B W B, B TSRO e TR B8 K I A s 1
I HIE N T L 2 15, Bt LAV T read socket 4 11 socket 2247 st 2 4 45 /0 500 14 [ Bl vl 2.
SRR, T BRI 5 22 AT B G RO B S PE . B R G B R WA S5 i o A B 4 i
Fi% Y5 Lt i, Cprobe % F SGI A w1 IRIX #:E R G R A4k R IO AR J5 , B FR 8 IA 21 40ns 1) I 1] fr BE .
ENFRATT IR 52 37 S, AR 0 3 ] 454 22 45 0 Windows Al Linux LT 2 4 LA [ 25 S I 32 1) ) B B R i AR
] .

22 RENTE

MIEES 1.3 797, R G0 I W IS AT I AT HE 2 — & e BB % DL v 1 nl B 98 193 6 R R I 5030 A AR i i A
332 N 9 (Co) W4 ™ T P 1 J32 T 28 0 VT3t 9 296 I A0 A 8 155 0 R R ) A8 i — AN TR 56K bps 18 il A 1 4%
BN LI 1) AL 5 55 AR et 0 2 R 4 25w T 56Kbps(Ul &l 6 7). X I AN 2 B & R8T AH
BB A AT

‘ B B , The measurement result
4> --------------------------- n H —_
°J" Co=56Kbps C1=100Mbps C2100Mbps, i=2,...,n-1 Is aways Ap=Ao

.....

Fig.6 Lg decides end-to-end available bandwidth when Cg is comparatively low
Kl 6 AR Cold (IR, AT A SEALAE i Lo PRE

AR 22 2 (6), i 1 g vl 415 5 1 AR 0B A P /I R R B8 T T 5 AL R AR AR AR N 8 (K i D0 B
BRI B Ao JXHFE— T B 45 RATAE AL - AREEA, OIS ] S0 75 BT g At 748 0 1 2% Bt 422 10 T 1] iy
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T AR A B ) L Y 5 RPN P 1 1) S A T R A0 5 74 (W Monte Carl o)
RN 30 43 MM PR A 1) 38 2 A WA AR R I iR R 4 H L.

PUAE, K384 EHLARfE L 10Mbps, 100Mbps, ££ 45 1 000M bps (1738 3R 1 1] FLIEE M4, 3 5 5 AE IR 215 00 F,Co
ARG 6 T 56K bps 3X A% AH 2 I AL Ro 1 4 457 D0 % A7 v a0h 200 22 206 J5 o 2R 0 1) ¢ oy 19 i, — FRCAR Ak T Y
40 AR R IIGHS, © BN % — AT L2 1SP I35 %6 . 2002 4E12, Kt Tier-1 fil Tier-2 1SP R I 47 3E
T OC-192(10Gbps) 1 OC-768(40Gbps) : £T 4 i ok 28 1 T 199 2% 1261, ey 3 B T 190 45 7 2K FD i) 0 A, Ty S A 00 X 2%
PR AR 1R R 43 o ) 0 e T v TR T R IS 4 B R R AR T R s TR N A T AR T G VA A A VA
PN B AT e N O

ARG N B8 1) AN B AT A WL T 4 T S B T AL Bl 0 b B e 0 76— 1 000Mbps 1] =) 45k
W FRATT T B b AT 6 ANAN IR IR) AL BT B2 30 1) fe R AL i T e 7R SR v A AR G0 S A 1) T b Ak H
3000 ™ 1 500Bytes (4% I Hits 0, T8 4 A& iyt 26 50 55 T 4.5M Bytes [ LA BT 75 14 I [ I 445 5K D0 36 3,381
RIL:

55— EHL e A S R SRR T IR R (NIC) [ A BE 8 ) (0% B S 1R 2R 1 5 15);

B AR TR R P 26 Bt A I T K 5 B S ) S R A R S 10Mbps I, LR HT 26 1A 86%~89%;
BRI, 24P 1 000Mbps IR, H R ] 2R AT 25%~34%. 1% 5 Wk A5, 32 BR300 ]+ S0 L& 40 1 S 0 A P GE
fFLERLE T Ml o0 B IO 1, B WL A DSR4 o (R A S R

Table3 The maximum data-rate achieved by end-host
F 3 THLREIA B K %
Achievable data-rate (Mbps)

Operating system cPU NIC=10 __ NIC=54 __ NIC=100 __ NIC=1000

Cinux 2.4.1 Intel P4 2.0 GHz 88 383 772 3230
Linux 2.4.1 AMD AthlonX P 2500+ 8.9 39.1 78.3 340.2
FreeBSD 4.8 Intel P4 2.0 GHz 8.8 336 725 299.2
Solaris 2.8 Sparc 400 MHz 86 36.0 73.4 310.0
Mac OS X 10.2 Power G4 1.0 GHz 8.6 365 68.6 256.7

Windows XP SP2 Intel P4 2.8 GHz 8.8 36.3 70.6 280.2

* “NIC=x" means the NIC bandwidth is xMb/s. The 10Mbps, 54Mbps, 100Mbps, and 1 000Mbps NICs are
TP-LINK TE-2029 PCI, Intel Pro/Wireless 3945ABG, Realtek 8139, and SysKonnect 9843, respectively.

23 H|ERE

JE T R G500 T A R A A SR S R 9 % B AR (1 A R B, BRI TR % 5 22 B R AL e (pathol ogy) I T
P B B R ity 38 oty AR A i Jok A e R A 1 R A, TR A L % R (packet loss). LT A% 3% (out-of -order
delivery). {1, 7 & (packet replication) I {1, fil 3 (packet corruption). 7E 1R £ 15 F BB A R H &S T PAEA
B S (R RO 2 ) e R R oA A 2 0 R, T R AR DA B A AR R T AN AR S E R T (B E
5R), B ARG O YRR S8 B I I EE 5 Ty IR, SR 0 B 7 3 v g L A% 028 T8 4 AR T JT HE 5 HH SR 1) K
A T 50 I LB AR 1) B (KL 5 o, T IR R P e A — RE IR IR R, RGO VL
NTTEL ] T FN IS — A0 A F 12 WA B T (R R L 20— A st i, 2 SR — A BRI 5 B 7 3 v ol 3 4
IR T B2, R GAR 0] e 1 T R S BRI ERTHS TR A A T S 0, X R R S 5 B R GEX T 11
i

FLAE 1994~1995 4 (1], Paxson 7L 43 A T A 54 Hu ity 37 & ML L 2% T network probing daemon(NPD)#E
F FEAE KB 9 26 5236 P SR 00 T 30 10 5 3 L% 2B iR 1281.2005 4F 10 H, &A1 8 & FHLIBESE T
(Y7 75 B 4% (overlay network) 24T T NPD, 4 IR (3 1 ¥k 5 000 4,56 2 ¥k 8 000 M)ILI4E T4
13 000 > TCP 4% #1103 (trace), I 1 Paxson (1 7 E84e 1 T 40 (5 W MER. K 4 45 1 73X 8 & B AE
BUKI (9 28R LA % M2 ) (1 Bk 54 (hop count), k4% %5 i1 traceroute? 3R 45 LL 1 A 10S, 31| GUCAS, 1) |P AL 34
11 A X VLI 108, B GUCAS, M 2% A2 30405 11 ANk 52> AL Telecom) AL ICMP 1,
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Jiv LA EI3K 28 F2 4L 1K) 42 09 ] traceroute $R AN 4% A (FH 265 HH). e Ak, 1 65 2 ML R0 7 328 B A 1A i e 30T 2 AN

—RER TR A ).

Table4 The hop count between any two nodes of the overlay experimental network
A ARSI 2% P AT R T AU 1P Bk

10§, 10S> GUCAS:,  GUCAS, Tsinghua PKU USTC Telecom
108, - 3 10 11 14 14 16 ?
108, 3 - 11 12 15 15 17 ?
GUCAS, 10 11 - 2 12 12 16 ?
GUCAS, 12 12 2 - 13 13 16 ?
Tsinghua 14 15 12 ? - 13 16 ?
PKU ? ? ? ? 13 - 16 2
usTC 16 17 15 16 16 ? - 2
Telecom 15 17 14 15 14 15 14 =

The meaning of symbols is as follows. —: no connection to itself; ?: hop count unknown; italic font:
the forward & reverse paths between a pair of nodes comprise different number of routers.
Specifically, 10S, GUCAS, Tsinghua, PKU, USTC, Telecom are Institute of Software, Graduate
University of the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Tsinghua University, Peking University, University
of Science and Technology of China, and Beijing Telecom, respectively.

7 45 T AE Paxson [ PIAS TCP FEH L 8 G (N1, No) HIRATT 130 5 (N3, Na) b H 5 L 1 A 5 M6

6

Percentage of all corresponding
TCP packets (%)
w

a N; Dec. 1994

= N, Nov.~Dec. 1994

1
TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK TCPdata

Packet loss  Out-of-Order delivery Packet corruption Packet replication

L.
2 3 4

5

6
ACK TCPdata

(a) Pathologies measured by Paxson in 1994~1995
(8) Paxson 71: 1994~1995 4 [1] & 5 S| (1) 2405 B0 A& iy e

7

8
ACK

Percentage of all corresponding
TCP packets (%)
w

= N3 Oct. 5~9 2005
™ N4 Oct. 22~28 1994

0 |
1 2 3

[
4 5 6 7 8
TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK

Packet loss  Out-of-Order delivery  Packet corruption  Packet replication

(b) Pathologies computed from our datasets in 2005
(b) M\ 2005 4 H s 4 vk S ke i) B AR i 5

Fig.7 Theratios of end-to-end packet pathologies
7 HBEERE SRR R
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FEA Ny, No, N3 F N, 23 A 1994 4F 12 J . 1995 4F 11~12 J] . 2005 4 10 J] #7F1 2005 4 10 J1 A WEE 1),
FTEVE RS NPD H ST AT TCP 3l 10, (TCP data) 5 TCP N 240, (ACK) I S H L% B4 T TCP 22
A I 2 v g - TR AR P, BT LA R T NPD 2P (19 20 AT A B e % I e 9 8¢ v 50 A, e o R L SIE I . n 161 7
BT A6 BT 11 TCP s 2 (K8 25 2R A 3R 43 33 Ry 2.7%(N1),5.2% (NV2), 1.9%(Na) Fl 1.7% (N4) R AEF i 7EIX 4
ANMEG T, FIR 4 TP i G AR A7 A 1, 30 DU, R REL T R ik e N S8

AR ME AR A - 58 A B B0 6, 55 6 o o 5 B R R I s i AR 25 1.3 WA TAR R B E R R
20 T AN R 32 K B TR AR A, 1 0BT PR 2 5 m) P i 1 DG R AT il B ] R B DI S R R R
RS T 04 I R A K] e 0K R R JE R R 0 T BRI 5 R 1 A 2R R A 1 A
5 £ 28 0 22 A B 8 K224 0 A P R T FE I, 3R 4 bl B S DL (R 92 £ 25 ) s A T i o A 8 o e
{10 ) 0 0 SR R G R A DRI R AL 5 R T B L R LG X S G S R R AR A A AR 1
AR IR B AL, A, Wi THL(Re M1 R,) A 2 2 AE VA ) 038 ol S5 % 110 Ji DR, O 1 7 ) B R
I TH 2 55 0] P A B8 2R TR % AR AR R HE ().

24 BEHEEIATIERE

S R R (2 B ) M v 1) % B SR PO 2 ol A 51 457 B 450 L = iz 0 4 A 220 g
CVf M 2422 1) %t 2% 01 T X230 A 514 B (active queue management, i Fx AQM) 51429 5 FIFO # Lk, AQM ff)
TV B AR A BT R 1317 JE G ) 24 1) S T AN AN AN A2 ML) Ak 0 N B85 4 11 000 . 2 50 7 B A K 70 9 W) (U B
14 ) FH 26 v AN T 11 9 {8, T 80%), AQM 4% HH £ 2 72 81y 7 7735 40 003 B LA [ 1 4F 2 (1 1T A2k

HIE, DA 5 5 2 140 SR UE A QM K S 3850 — K [l 0 55— S 0 5 6 e 5 e ), ) 8% 4P 286 T g DLt g
RATASE — 8 KA T DL B L AQM 2% 1 485 25 50 5 s HE T4 28 T 28 28 (B0A 9 BRI %6 i T ] oy
Wi ) AR 109,56 20t E ML Ro BT R, JCVETIAN AQM 2 382 KN E AR W LVEH AQM S8 Ea 5170
sl B R RT3 B 2 X TSR B = I A S 4 A DN i A1 i R SR BT ZE I AQM I FR A T R 2 L 5 I
A0 T A% A 1 AR o (R S B o) X I 1S T R A e v ) B R R N T R L b A% e A A 2
S0 S T SR IR AR . ROSURE B L N T A RCSR S AQM T A J& FIFO B4 JE 1 R
23006 X DA 30 T2 W0 8 PR HACHI A i 1 490 140 7 2 A A ) D A e 5 5 mT e (P G R

SR, BRI I A 40 0 #1K - FIFO, 8 S L L T, D0 46 9 2 A1 2 5 S 6 18] B 1170 e i A28 4, A T 4 5 448 )
AR 5 AT A 9 I 08 OC R AR R g ot RV RN S /N AT A (LA AR A FACH R ) 1 7 R B e 48 T
MIARFEAZR S 1.3 F5 P20 M I IS REAR R NS 20 B 8 JIT 7R, Ro 1] Rg 3% P AN ER I Bdi 4, 31X AN R N S is e 3 4
B RHE AL 2 JEHEN L5 AN BB EAGE Ry ST Ly, 1245 L ANRINER it N Ryb T Ry BB E 4 3
AT SRR A AR ik 2 T DL XA BRI A 2 A7 AR Ry BB 3 AN s B AR EE N Ly I A k%24
B2 AMNERIMEHG B HEN Ry B 1 T30 10 1 B4l AR E e AR 51 T DN i B L Ry HAE R IEN Lo a1 45
T A2y N po<pq, BPECHE G 1A) a3 R 40 T

DDD « P1p| < P2 >

=10Mb

e 00— O -

Lo,Co=10Mbps L1,C1=10Mbps 'L_ZJ L2,C;=5Mbps °
D¢ Po H D Cross-Traffic packet DProbe packet

Fig.8 The compression of probe packet dispersion (po=p1>p>)
K8 A i i s A 10 B (po=p1>p2)
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DR VAT, FL B2 50 T A T 8 4 15 I 5 06 38, 2 B R R 5 1
BT 5 0 W — B S 5 S5R39 e 25 R R KM
BB — 1A 58 A R ) SRR 0,95 2515 DA A 0 . 3928, 90 S 5
5585 ¢ R T SRS 05600 APV 60 DA VL 3 A0 — /K 8, DA 2 T o4 16 0 10
e, LS8t RIS A B0 S 0 S5 035 0 I 5 10 R 53 9 T 0 1 5 )
A AT 2 P06 A 91 0 21500 L 1, A o T8 LT 005 6 A 91
R Sl 0 2 2B I B A A A D 0, B2 5 2645 24
TR SOBOUR I T2 . T, 4040 A 705 0 RS L0 S5 00 0 W 28 .20 6 B3R 4K 06 ST
.

25 GRYIE

FEAN P T R G0 ZBUR R T i ) o 5 R TS BT AR S e 5 I 0 T o P ) P R .
HR 25 X (8), 3t 81 s AT A5 0 o 5 AN Ao 00 I 28% 1% 4 100 T P A5 0 1 Pl 2 B A 1) /DN 4 AT P A 5 v o2 D B
Ve A8, T A 3 4 1 T P A T 0N A0 A 20 R e U A R A BRI 1) R A B

LR iR 4R

A5 1R UE T VE SR TCP it & (bulk TCP throughput, & Bk BTT)Zs 81~ nJ HI 4 T AL 3 Ff 5 25 (1 A
N A SE S Ro 2 R, BT AEIA MK BTT, IR 5 5 46 B = 2 i 3R BTT (V4R LA 55 B 5 211 vf iy 98 13t
TR H S b T A5 S BTT AN R AR S, 7 2 A2 418 190 485 1 42 1) ity 38) iy 2% PR 717 508 2 K 2% B A T
FAR G B L1 5 R 4R TCP 82 T G 14 B 1K B AR 4l 2, & 5 TCP Bhisi AR 5 1 22 B L (ot 1242 )
R 5 3 ) & B AH DG T AAR B AIE 7 v 2 AN IE A K.

T T 3o S50 SRAIE B X — SIS S AN 7 G R BE PC O 1 R 4 T R 2 (B 9 BT ).
SRy Ry FIEAT 1perfl® BLF=2E M Ry 3| R, 1% 5 5% 1% 11 52 (one-hop-persistent, [ # OHP)TCP 34 i, iX Ff Ly
I LA I H. A p=A5 0 13 T 1 perf (112 BRI Rg 1] R, (1 55005 709 %, FRATT At A A8 T 46 3 e 22 i 3 e
Ap JFESE ATEERL L BTT 5 Ap 25000 0L A S BTT 7715 Kk B PR 29 K Ro 5 Re 1) TCP 22
175 1 (window); 75 — R 4E Ro 5 Re Z IR FH 22 A 3 K (1] TCP 34 122 R A% i K o B A8 AR SC IR 22 Ak 52 36 mp AN A
JH OHP Bt 3t ,— A DA 2 e 9 24 P05 S5 500 O b 3 700 f) 8030 3 T DA by e 4L A it e — R RO B L
% FH SR 36 R FRATT IR WL

100Mbps 100Mbps 1000Mbps 100Mbps 1000Mbps 100Mbps
L L ] e L e
Lo Ly Ly L3 Ly Ls

Dell optiplex HPcompaq  Dell dimension A general PC, 1.4G Lenovo Tsinghua Dell optiplex
GX5200 dx2000 M T 8400 desktop  CPU, 256M RAM E2016X Tongfang E7790 GX5200

Fig.9 In-House experiment platform in the Institute of Software (10S), the Chinese Academy of Sciences
9 fEth ERLA B AAT T (10S) A R #8 JEIK e 567

S AE YW 10 Fros FRATT R I E 5 SRS TCP EB AT AR B Al B B /N 45 IR BTT At—A
W 5 BB (3 — s 5 ] J A 98— BE), AR [ 5 i34 10 BTT B2 AR —FEI, BRIk TCP Wi (2247 % 1
(window) 5K fE S $RAS TR BTTHULI, BTT id A% T v H i 58 55, 24l F 9F R TCP 82, e i 3148
M E BTTEE D EE R T Ap) XU, M Ap BARK, 24N K TCP S48 5 B4R o 19T HUE it 4 L5 17
BT A SR A TR A A 2 K BT sl A i i 80T a2k 1 (4 g K A e R A [ ) P A A6
PR A A 1.
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100— - : 1001 - 100
@ go| Window size: 8Kbytes ’ & 9 Window size: 16Kbytes, & oc| Window size: 8Kbytes
8 Connection No.: 1 2 32Kbytes,64Kbytes g Connection No.: 2,610
2 80 S 80iConnection No.: 1 P s &
5 70 Z 70 Z T
=1 S =3
£ 50 3 50 ’ 3 5C T e
& 40 E 40 o E ac| 10 conn\ec‘t‘l :('.?Qs"‘" v‘m - e
2 20 o 30 lGKSZ';:\h et O 3C S'connections===" e s
g 20 Joox 200 S psameden T o0 T e
5 10l . wwm““ g 10l » A et 2 1ol e "\2 i
g T et connections
= 0 oty 0 0 oo oSt Cimo"
0 1020 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 0 1020 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 0 1020 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Ap (Mbps) Ap (Mbps) Ap (Mbps)
(a) Available-BW vs. normal TCP (b) Available-BW vs. BBT (c) Available-BW vs. BBT
throughput (large window size) (multiple connections)
(&) "TH S — M TCP (b) TTHETE L BBT [FX) L (c) A% 5 BBT X EL
AR R B H K TCP & H) (308 Jon 2 P B )

Fig.10 Comparison of available-bandwidth and BTT
K10 AT vE S BTT I ELEL

S5 2 BRI AIE 7 AR T A A5 B AT ST (an MRTGEY) e v 55 mT P 45 5 33 i 7 12k il WA 4 381 445 00 2
o BT R R GV (R B T NI L5 B b RS Al A 985 20 1 PO VEAH A T VAR T AR M g TS
SRS IR S R EE AH R AR R ORI AR BT A T 1) RS AT A BRI, TR AR 18 2 )2 Py
A, PR A T A R BB AE AT ART — A 199 206 v 82 AR 5 53 19, A S 4 A 00 5 0 455 A B 5% A N 1K) 2D BN T v e A,
— A MK BARIEAE B 2 A ISP AR RE Y L L, A A R RE S B P RIE T BT B3 K 2 1 — 2 M 4% e A2t £
5 13 MR s T 5 A ISP A RE VI [ (18] 10 Biros) X RS 1SP (1 22 ke it 48, B A0 10 4 T 156 M FR) AR AR
AP ARG AR R B it AR R I AE 2 A ISP A K% 1 & LA 2B Ans AT B BB 2 AR = IR AE 1R, BT LA,
AT FAIE T2 ABLAS el I £ B TSP 38 1) W 46 e 422, T AN P 185 1 SP ) R 45 e 42

NSFCNET backbone
210.25.129.13
Institute of Software, the Chinese CERNET
Academy of Sciences I ~ﬁ """""""""" | 1202.112.53.177 Super Computer Center
159.226.254.6 T R LB T Ry *3’ 202.112.38.10
‘ ‘ ™

12102512865 210.25.1285

P | Ryo|59.66.2.18
i ChinaAdvanced Internet i
i Transit Access Point,
159.226.254.24 . CERNET Center s 50.66.2.80

a

159.226.5.62 59.66.2.

159.226.5.254 166.111.8.49 Tsinghua
159.226.5.254 (A host in 10S) (mails.tsinghua.edu.cn) University ~ 166.111.8.49 | Ris

159.226.254.45

Fig.11 |1SPscrossed by a network path

K11 —FMaisie gl 24 ISP
S5 3Bl IE 5 VA A FH 19 4 A 28 (i NS2U0) 33k 2 K 2 B e R 00 3 M1 60 B 7 R . Y 4 AL % il B A
I i LB AW B 2 T 2 A 1R ) 2 PR, HLRE A8 0SB A5 rh L AT AR 4 S AR AT 4E NS2 Bl 5 4
() T RIS FH 238, AT 1IN A A 40L 245 e % AR 5 A7 200 30 01 30 S0 1 5 B P RS e TR R S I SRR TR
2R G e % 7 B 52 ) 48 FR358 R AT RS AT AH SCHIT Tt 10 B, 100 286 A5 40 25 BB 5 2 g A7 70 oF 3 i O 8% 1) it 52 (B 1
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PRYRER 2 1 1, B2 TR0 S Sk ) X % B 355 B RS 30T AL —— 110 738 A T i 25— BLIE Ry o 532,

I R AT LLAE WL P &5 19 S 56 9 2% (in-house experimental network) 7 kS i & 5 28 46 56f 1~ 1 FH A 5 1) 5
T 5, S 56 19 4 5 P 2 1 &5 460 R RT (B 9 9T /), 19 s i) LS PC sl b 41 0 1 T B 2 A LA 15 8 8 11 9
2% Ja8 P, AT BEARLY 22 19 370 S5 A5 A0 60 44 TRV R A W A RO 1 peerF3OVRT IR0 4% Ja8 1 B A1 NIST Nt 3145 7
SR ) 4% PR G FE B R G, R A AR AT L 1 45 B A% B LS5 L 1 LS A R T A T MR R R X R g vk
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Fig.13 Theimpact of cross-traffic in reverse path on the PPD evaluation
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Fig.14 In-House experimental network with dynamic routes
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Fig.15 PPD and measurement results of BNeck under different route conditions
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